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a-14-2089 8731 RICHARD CUNNINGHAM TEz36892391

City of Las Vegax
Pranning & Development Department
Bevelopment Seevices Center
731 8. Tounh Streci
Las Vegas, Noevadu RO101-2986
Return Service Requested

Official Notice of Public Hearing

LETE N PRt

{50039

PRESORYED
FIRST CLASS

OMEILFS FRAM S OO0F 35

oy st g

Ty
WALl
lLacaTion
DOMAP

U ovou wish 1o file your protest or support on this eequest, check the
ppropriste hox below and reteen this cacd in an covelope with postags w the
Tunning & Developmenr Deparivent ut the address dsted ahovi or fax this

.

ide of thiy card 1o {702) 383-7268. 1 you would like W vontact youwr Cownetl 36303203004 Cuza: VAR 33762
representative, pleme call (702) 229-6405. DICENZO CHARLOTTE Y

1 SUPIORT ; FOPPOSE 14755 TENAYAWY

this Reqguest " this Roguesi ILAS VEGAS NV #9117-1508

lease use available blank space on curd for your comments,
‘AR-33702
lanning Commission Meeting ot 4/23/2009

[l T e S o S SR - 6 S S HnH1'4snrﬂmm1u;m”sMi“min!;ln:[lhmnir'




rho g L]
W ! 1]
i X =
0 oomo
iy = =
. G 3

]
Zw
[
o]

__,w:::_:_:*J:.S.:wafz:.Hu_.zm:J_.:_J_mJ_J“ LA AN AV - ¥ .H,...E.ﬁ.‘w\.«#l.m.u

GO0T/ET/P JO SULI2DIA UOISSILILIO) SUILURL ]

THLECHVA
HUSWWIDD INOA LOF TIED U0 Jouds yUu(Q 2iQ1 IPAR 05T S8LIJ
2551-£1 168 AN SYD3A S 1sonbay sih 1anhay iU
A N SYD3A SV . ol
LI NBAYHUNSA 10SE F50ALQ | _ LUQAINE
RIS YIDUYN B 9SSRV XEYA COr9-672 (Z04) 11 aseayd aanpasudiyg
£ODOLOENES JIURG, ) INOA 1RILOY 01 24 BINOA a0k J| w9z L-SRe (TOL) 01 PIRD SH{E JO apis

EULRE-HYA B8R0 ..
$141 XT) JO DADYD DS SSMPRT ) 18 wawnandag] wewdupan g suELe]]

w01 aFmsod 1 ado@pato UR Ul PIRD 1 WA PUR Ma[Rq Y04 megdesdde
ap yooun Msoshal syl o poddns S0 soiond Inod o, sim nod ]

FurTeal] KN JO MNON 1RO
paisanbay adIATag IRy

OR6T- 1116 TRRATN SEEDA SUT

LG YUNag S Ty L

190y searaty umtdopas()

wowrdagg wawdoaag p FuiLtuelg

sedop s 0 4D

21 BD 11 <du

deg

BBYHLEEZ0L




hb:uz_ﬁ._:nm._ﬁ;:hu_»::&;;M:;:J::_:m::ﬁ-&“

YLel-t1gn AN S

VIIA v

IAY A3 T30 i5es

Himaney g AWNOH 537801
SRLEEHYA sepy H0L0980sa;

mﬁ::

wl r X

S, 10K 10] proa 4o

15531hg BT
FE0efy ) |

Moy mog PRI
SIU xoy g0 Rauqe

2 81 vdmsod Y
W yasrs

T ayy
WISY SSaippn
sy
Isonba i

upye,

oH >i14ng 1o
ﬁ&mosvmm BT

Jddy

@
o
w
)
4]
o
]
fu
LI N N LR AW A
Q
3
w
—
=3 3 o
600T/5 78 10 SULDay cowmx.m:::c.ru w:._::m_i. m
COLEE- v A
s yupg djqeimAy oy oLy o
i manbay SHY m.;
LAGddis o
SOR-6ET ( T0L) i asuapd .u\_..xn:mm.u.aux 3
. O 7 T e e, .
IROM rog §977-¢8T (€07 o1 paes S 16 opy
aty) e :_QEEN%Q EaE&E?&Q ¥ m:,m:_m_m
FUT y pipg SN g Put mopag XO0g MrLdouid,
U oddng o R0 npg PINC 01 ystm o it
~J
o]
™
1
[y
.
o
t
4]
- [€)
. o
noy Ry
49§ winjay i
6210153 PEEADN 1z A i
ERRTHS REIUES I Y3
Sjuasy SIHALDG :E_.E_EU.SQ
:Shcw:iuﬁ ::55&.332. g u.,:_::_,__n_,
SnEa s ST Ay o}




u.v.J_mJ._.:_...ﬂ,:_.ﬁ.:m.mﬁ

92aL-LeES
ETy

::J:JS.‘_J%»:_J‘“

ANSYSIASYT
A3y EQ SLLL

v-ALLZE? ANORLNY STV AZHE
£O0ZPIE0ETT

2RI EYA @S2l

LB 16 3A0D NZ Wou GV 7
G00Z 0Ldd¥ posELTRONe Y

6200 % w20

SO RIS it \wmw c
%% ’ W Z
(9 )
=4 N4
20453

(4

a5y10 Ledld
GaGsaNd

.._‘ «ﬂ

s
i o]
I
¢
b -
N 3
£ Y 2
2 £ %
] £
&r XEY ‘nwatﬁu_...«ﬂﬁmu = nﬂ]w
A= -
S IMM
2 Ry

= .

sturadg) S
DLl
pres U0 39eds MIE SIQEIIEAE 351

ysarbo SUp _ _

LEOEdNS [
TTOY9-6ET (T0L) i sstord OANENRIIIRY
poune oL 10RO O) 21T DINOA TOA 3T "8DTLSBE (z0L) Ot Paed SIUL 10 9PIS
snp Xej 10 anDOE DISY SSRIPPE 2003 W quannreda yramdopaaad & Furmur]d
ap o 33e1s0d WA ado1aane CB UL PIZo Suyl WRTAT U moTag XOQ arendardde
aq HoOUT “anbax S U0 zoddns JO jsarerd ysua Mok 5T

)
2
AN

GOOTIELEY $0 BURIR Uots
gTGSUITIOD WMok IO, b

Jsonboy SUD
SO4d0O L

‘ON Xod

9GLLLLPEBL

it

wﬁ.h«mmﬂ oﬁm_
ﬁxmvnwmﬁ A ERE

4 3o NON
G WInFN
986710168 TPEON $E30A L D
Jeang G003 'S 1L
SalEe) SP0IASSS wemdorn”
yoomiedaq owdoas( @ BT =
- gefap se] 10 AT

WYes 80 &8 9

Td



City uf Las Yewas ,.\‘.3?'51’('-‘8;;’ §
o (%

Planpiny & Development Deparanent IR A &
i)cw_:!omncul Services Center 1‘34‘2 L{“:g‘!j%?:'“% 1‘3’ ‘{"": s ;
731 8. Fourth Street 'E;t.E %r-?:lﬁz;,r {f;{i T oD TRy VI
Lus Vepus, Nuvada 8910 1-2986 E,%f- 5 k&u‘: ‘:;lr"‘:;;:'ji 02 1M $ G{.} :‘;i“jd
A 7] el A () (=Y .I -
Return Service Requested 44 @}ﬁfj@.&qﬁ;’: 0004239354 APRIC
o  [REErCIYsE MARED FROM ZIPGODFE G2

Officiat Notice of Public Hearing
T BECRITE

A APR 17 2009

-
. B { oY
- Y

| : ’ lLecr1ion
i : : L e

1 : L

[ you wish w [ile your protst ar supporl on this request. check the

approgriate box below and return this card i un envelope with postage 1o the
Ptanning ¢& Development Depiriment al the address listed above or fax Lhis

16303604016 Case: VAR-23762

side of this card 1o (7023 385-7268. [f you would like Lo coptact your Council
Represeatuiive. please cadl {702) 229-G405. WONDRASH ROBEAT & KRISTIN TRUST
o ! 7241 DOE AVE
1 SUPPOR1 | OFPOSE LAS VEGAS NV 891 17-1529
this Reguesl | this Request

Please use available blank space on card for your comments.

VAR-33762
Planning Commission Meeting of 412312009
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Application Information

VAIRIITEL - VARIANCE . PUBLIC. HEARING
APPLICANTIOWNER: OLGA SERGEYEVSKAYA - Reguest
" Yora Variance TO ALLOW A PROPOSED [2-FOOT HIGH Walr

IN THE FRONT YARD SETBACK AREA WHERE FIVE FEET I§

THE MAXIMUM ALLOWED AND tN THE $IDE YARD WHERE |

EIGHT FRET [S THE MAXKIMUM ALLOWED on 048 avres u

[isiales) Zone, Ward { (Tokanian)

1640 South Teaaya Way (APN 163.03-604:002), R-E [Residence

Ag-pllcminn Location

aasegria

Tl propoved (TR T0Y 904 PN Ve cnufre highlishied
projeet slte

Public Eearing information

- Meetiog Pranniny Commizsion
Datc: April 23, 2007
Tims il P,

- Locuttm: City Conaneit Chambirs

4000 Stewar, Aveaue
Law Vepas, Mavicly
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Return Service Requested
Offielal Notice of Public Hearing
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Stephen E. Trent
1690 8. Tenaya Way
Las Fegus, NV 83117

18 April, 3009

City of Las Vegas
Planning and Development Department
Development Services Center
31 S, Fourth Steeet
Las Vegas, NV 80101-2986
FAX: 702-385-7268

Re: Case VARII3762
Dear Sir or Madam:

As the owners (since 1987) of nearby property, wy wife and 1 stronghy oppose Variance V33762
that requests increased wall height tolerances on properly at 1640 8. Tenaya Way, Las Vegas.
Our cutvent zoning restrictions are for the protection of all the resideals of lhe neighborhood and
should not be amended so one individual can impose their personal ambitions on the quality of
life of the surrounding residents.

These selback guidelines and building height restrictions existed before the variauce applicants
bought into the neighborhood and were clearly published on county secords. We and ather
current residents abided by them and these new owners shoutd comply like the rest of us have.
As Far a5 L can tell, adding 12-foot high walls would malce this propesty look like a fout,
completely out af characier with the rest of the neighborbood.

Please stand strong and maintain the zoning restrictions for the prolection of the entire B YRTANs
neighborhood and say *No” to V-33762. D E@jb&t( Ve

PR 20200

Thank you.

e T
- s 1T

Sincerely,

St PR

Stephen E. Trent Franees N[ Trent

27f
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City of Las Vegas

Planning & Development Departinent
Development Services Center

131 S. Fousth Street

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101-2986

Return Service Requested
Gfficial Notice of Public Hearing

DECETVE

APR 17 2009

02 1M $ 00.30¢
2 0004250954 APR1D 2008
1 MAILED FROM ZIPCODE 52101

PRESORIED
FIRST CLASS

A you wish 1o file your prokest or suppart on this request, check the
appropriate box below and relun this card in an envelope wilh postage to Lhe
‘Planaing & Development Departinent at the address listed above or fax this Case: VAR39762
side of this card 1o (702) 385-7268. If you would like to contuct your Couneil 16303805018 ase: YAR-3376
‘Representative, please call (702) 229-6405. ng?SDéﬁf?ggSOMAsl M & ROSALINDA

| . - ‘ 1 MON’ OURI ST

‘ | SUPPORT | OPPOSE LAS VEGAS NV 89117-1639

this Request this Request

Pleg nilable blank space on card for your comments.

V‘:“ AAR
Planning Commission Meeting of 4/23/2009
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City of Lag Vegas

Plaaning & Devclqpment Depariment o ":'3“{4’ A 1_-;:-;% )
Development Services Center ,Iut% [ 3;’7‘ n(‘:&ﬂ & (Y
734 S. Fourlh Street &_ &, <k -"5‘?': 7 [T R G
0 i T o
Lus Vegas. Nevadu 89101-2986 859 }12’ 'k:t%l ‘:ﬁ{.; 02 1 $ ()@ni%?%ﬂ
Return Service Requested b Rl 0004239954 APR 1B 2009
q i P Jﬁf&; PMAILED FROM ZIFGODE &31 07

Ofticial Notice of Public Hearing

Ti-'-ﬂ H st

4

A PR 17 g

L orEe ——
C HALL
LOCATION
Il you wish to. file your protesl of support on this request, check the
appropriate box below and return this card in an envelope with posiage Lo the 7
Planning & Development Depariment at the address listed above or fax this _ ]
side of this card to (702) 385-7268, I you would like to contact your Council : 16303313002 Case: VAR-33762
Representative, please call (707) 229-6403. LAMOTHE JACQUES J & LINDA LIV TR
! ) 1830 ROSEMERE CT
3] 1 SUPPORT | OFPOSE : LAS VEGAS NV 89117-2061

this Request this Reqguest
ilable blank space on card for your conmments,

Please use av

g Commission Meeting of 42372009
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RECEIVED

May 2, 2009
MAY 01 2009

Dear Neighbor,

Recently you have expressed your opposition to the variance of the increased wall height in the
front yard of my property. We value your opinion and would like to ask a minute of your time to
review the information below. I have purchased the currently vacant building on the corner of
Tenaya Way and Doe Ave. and would like to remodel it and build an addition to the house in such a
way that it would be aesthetically pleasing and would increase the value of my and other properties
in the neighborhood.

One particular issue I am facing with this property is that the front entrance and driveway to the
existing home are located on the side street (Doe)., however based on the zoning rules, my
“front” yard is the one facing Tenaya. Working with my architect we found it impossible to relocate
the orientation of main entrance and driveways, so now I have the “front” yard that can't be used
for any of the typical entrance elements, but if left open would greatly reduce privacy and security
of my residence.

Thus we tried to find a potential use for that large “front yard” area. First thing that came to mind
was a day-time tennis court. That would have required 8 foot tall solid wall and additional 4 foot
sports fencing to keep balls from flying away. Hence the City mailer described it as a request for a
12 foot tall wall, which naturally would be objected by reasonable person.

After the review of your objections and talking to city commissioners, we have decided to

eliminate the proposed tennis court and use that “front yard” area for landscape and garden. We
have removed sports fencing from the proposed drawings, and in addition, we have pushed the
proposed wall location back 6 feet from the property. This would allow me to plant large trees in
front of the wall to enhance the view of the entire street (I will relocate at least 5 mature trees
from the back of my property). Although this design would still require a variance for an 8’ foot wall
within a “front yard” setback, you can see that the proposed design would actually greatly enhance
the neighborhood, not take away from it’s values.

With the above in mind, I would like to ask you to reconsider your opposition to my variance
request, and I am looking forward to become a part of this great neighborhood.

Olga Sergeyevskaya
Your future neighbor
1640 S. Tenaya Way

] I would like to withdraw my opposition to the variance request VAR-
33762 with the proposed changes above.

-

7 T would like to support the variance request VAR-33762 with the
L1 proposed changes above.

Name JE’:I"U’HHE/\ J 04 NITON

Address /53/ ) 7'6??&/)/@ ﬂ\/f’})/ ZJS Vg@’[f\g NV 97//7



RECEIVED
May 2, 2009 MAY 012009

Dear Neighbor,

Recently you have expressed your opposition to the variance of the increased wall height in the
front yard of my property. We value your opinion and would like to ask a minute of your time to
review the information below. 1 have purchased the currently vacant building on the corner of
Tenaya Way and Doe Ave. and would like to remodel it and build an addition to the house in such a
way that it would be aesthetically pleasing and would increase the value of my and other properties
in the neighborhood.

One particular issue I am facing with this property is that the front entrance and driveway to the
existing home are located on the side street (Doe)., however based on the zoning rules, my
“front” yard is the one facing Tenaya. Working with my architect we found it impossible to relocate
the orientation of main entrance and driveways, so now I have the “front” yard that can't be used
for any of the typical entrance elements, but if left open would greatly reduce privacy and security
of my residence.

Thus we tried to find a potential use for that large “front yard” area. First thing that came to mind
was a day-time tennis court. That would have required 8 foot tall solid wall and additional 4 foot
sports fencing to keep balls from flying away. Hence the City mailer described it as a request for a
12 foot tall wall, which naturally would be objected by reasonable person.

After the review of your objections and talking to city commissioners, we have decided to

efiminate the proposed tennis court and use that “front yard” area for landscape and garden. We
have removed sports fencing from the proposed drawings, and in addition, we have pushed the
proposed wall location back 6 feet from the property. This would allow me to plant large trees in
front of the wall to enhance the view of the entire street (I will relocate at least 5 mature trees
from the back of my property). Although this design would still require a variance for an 8’ foot wall
within a “front yard” setback, you can see that the proposed design would actually greatly enhance
the neighborhood, not take away from it's values.

With the above in mind, I would like to ask you to reconsider your opposition to my variance
request, and I am looking forward to become a part of this great neighborhood.

Olga Sergeyevskaya
Your future neighbor
1640 S. Tenaya Way

- I would like to withdraw my opposition to the variance request VAR-
L 33762 with the proposed changes above.

V' Twould like to support the variance request VAR-33762 with the
proposed changes above.

1<

Name M I nael IIZAF'TE,{&L(/

™,

Address 1S 20 Do (@MA‘,}A My



RECEIVED

May 2, 2009 il
MAY 012009

Dear Neighbor,

Recently you have expressed your opposition to the variance of the increased wall height in the
front yard of my property. We value your opinion and would like to ask a minute of your time to
review the information below. I have purchased the currently vacant building on the corner of
Tenaya Way and Doe Ave. and would like to remodel it and build an addition to the house in such a
way that it would be aesthetically pleasing and would increase the value of my and other properties
in the neighborhood.

One particular issue I am facing with this property is that the front entrance and driveway to the
existing home are located on the side street (Doe)., however based on the zoning rules, my

“front” yard is the one facing Tenaya. Working with my architect we found it impossible to relocate
the orientation of main entrance and driveways, so now I have the “front” yard that can't be used
for any of the typical entrance elements, but if left open would greatly reduce privacy and security
of my residence.

Thus we tried to find a potential use for that large “front yard” area. First thing that came to mind
was a day-time tennis court. That would have required 8 foot tall solid wall and additional 4 foot
sports fencing to keep balls from flying away. Hence the City mailer described it as a request for a
12 foot tall wall, which naturally would be objected by reasonable person.

After the review of your objections and talking to city commissioners, we have decided to

eliminate the proposed tennis court and use that “front yard” area for landscape and garden. We
have removed sports fencing from the proposed drawings, and in addition, we have pushed the
proposed wall location back 6 feet from the property. This would allow me to plant large trees in
front of the wall to enhance the view of the entire street (I will relocate at least 5 mature trees
from the back of my property). Although this design would still require a variance for an 8’ foot wall
within a “front yard” setback, you can see that the proposed design would actually greatly enhance
the neighborhood, not take away from it's values.

With the above in mind, I would like to ask you to reconsider your opposition to my variance
request, and I am looking forward to become a part of this great neighborhood.

Olga Sergeyevskaya

Your future neighbor

1640 S. Tenaya Way
I would like to withdraw my opposition to the variance request VAR-
] 33762 with the proposed changes above.

T would like to support the variance request VAR-33762 with the
proposed changes above.

Name K A’L{p H/ P/éﬂ//@ C \T/
Address 7// % O(?g A’u )2
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May 2, 2009 ”
RECEIVED

Dear Neighbor, MAY 0 1 2009

Recently you have expressed your opposition to the variance of the increased wall height in the
front yard of my property. We value your opinion and would like to ask a minute of your time to
review the information below. I have purchased the currently vacant building on the corner of
Tenaya Way and Doe Ave. and would like to remodel it and build an addition to the house in such a
way that it would be aesthetically pleasing and would increase the value of my and other properties
in the neighborhood.

One particular issue I am facing with this property is that the front entrance and driveway to the
existing home are located on the side street (Doe)., however based on the zoning rules, my

“front” yard is the one facing Tenaya. Working with my architect we found it impossible to relocate
the orientation of main entrance and driveways, so now I have the “front” yard that can't be used
for any of the typical entrance elements, but if left open would greatly reduce privacy and security
of my residence.

Thus we tried to find a potential use for that large “front yard” area. First thing that came to mind
was a day-time tennis court. That would have required 8 foot tall solid wall and additional 4 foot
sports fencing to keep balls from flying away. Hence the City mailer described it as a request for a
12 foot tall wall, which naturally would be objected by reasonable person.

After the review of your objections and talking to city commissioners, we have decided to

eliminate the proposed tennis court and use that “front yard” area for landscape and garden. We
have removed sports fencing from the proposed drawings, and in addition, we have pushed the
proposed wall location back 6 feet from the property. This would allow me to plant large trees in
front of the wall to enhance the view of the entire street (I will relocate at least 5 mature trees
from the back of my property). Although this design would still require a variance for an 8 foot wall
within a “front yard” setback, you can see that the proposed design would actually greatly enhance
the neighborhood, not take away from it's values.

With the above in mind, I would like to ask you to reconsider your opposition to my variance
request, and I am looking forward to become a part of this great neighborhood.

Olga Sergeyevskaya
Your future neighbor
1640 S. Tenaya Way

I would like to withdraw my opposition to the variance request VAR-
] 33762 with the proposed changes above.

/% I would like to support the variance request VAR-33762 with the
; proposed changes above. S

Name M: ‘/C@ @'_/ ,R/ ' B’/' e _ ’
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Dear Neighbor,

Recently you have expressed your opposition to the variance of the increased wall height in the
front yard of my property. We value your opinion and would like to ask a minute of your time to
review the information below. I have purchased the currently vacant building on the corner of
Tenaya Way and Doe Ave. and would like to remodel it and build an addition to the house in such a
way that it would be aesthetically pleasing and would increase the value of my and other properties
in the neighborhood.

One particular issue I am facing with this property is that the front entrance and driveway to the
existing home are located on the side street (Doe)., however based on the zoning rules, my
“front” yard is the one facing Tenaya. Working with my architect we found it impossible to relocate
the orientation of main entrance and driveways, so now I have the “front” yard that can't be used
for any of the typical entrance elements, but if left open would greatly reduce privacy and security
of my residence.

Thus we tried to find a potential use for that large “front yard” area. First thing that came to mind
was a day-time tennis court. That would have required 8 foot tall solid wall and additional 4 foot
sports fencing to keep balls from flying away. Hence the City mailer described it as a request for a
12 foot tall wall, which naturally would be objected by reasonable person.

After the review of your objections and talking to city commissioners, we have decided to

eliminate the proposed tennis court and use that “front yard” area for landscape and garden. We
have removed sports fencing from the proposed drawings, and in addition, we have pushed the
proposed wall location back 6 feet from the property. This would allow me to plant large trees in
front of the wall to enhance the view of the entire street (I will relocate at least 5 mature trees
from the back of my property). Although this design would still require a variance for an 8’ foot wall
within a “front yard” setback, you can see that the proposed design would actually greatly enhance
the neighborhood, not take away from it's values.

With the above in mind, I would like to ask you to reconsider your opposition to my variance
request, and I am looking forward to become a part of this great neighborhood.

Olga Sergeyevskaya
Your future neighbor
1640 S. Tenaya Way

I would like to withdraw my opposition to the variance request VAR~
D 33762 with the proposed changes above.

@ T would like to support the variance request VAR-33762 with the
- proposed changes above.
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Dear Neighbor,

Recently you have expressed your opposition to the variance of the increased wall height in the
front yard of my property. We value your opinion and would like to ask a minute of your time to
review the information below. I have purchased the currently vacant building on the corner of
Tenaya Way and Doe Ave. and would like to remodel it and build an addition to the house in such a
way that it would be aesthetically pleasing and would increase the value of my and other properties
in the neighborhood.

One particular issue I am facing with this property is that the front entrance and driveway to the
existing home are located on the side street (Doe)., however based on the zoning rules, my
“front” yard is the one facing Tenaya. Working with my architect we found it impossible to relocate
the orientation of main entrance and driveways, so now I have the “front” yard that can't be used
for any of the typical entrance elements, but if feft open would greatly reduce privacy and security
of my residence.

Thus we tried to find a potential use for that large “front yard” area. First thing that came to mind
was a day-time tennis court. That would have required 8 foot tall solid wall and additional 4 foot
sports fencing to keep balls from flying away. Hence the City mailer described it as a request for a
12 foot tall wall, which naturally would be objected by reasonable person.

After the review of your objections and talking to city commissioners, we have decided to

eliminate the proposed tennis court and use that “front yard” area for landscape and garden. We
have removed sports fencing from the proposed drawings, and in addition, we have pushed the
proposed wall location back 6 feet from the property. This would allow me to plant large trees in
front of the wall to enhance the view of the entire street (I will relocate at least 5 mature trees
from the back of my property). Although this design would still require a variance for an 8’ foot wall
within a “front yard” setback, you can see that the proposed design would actually greatly enhance
the neighborhood, not take away from it’s values.

With the above in mind, I would like to ask you to reconsider your opposition to my variance
request, and I am looking forward to become a part of this great neighborhood.

Olga Sergeyevskaya

Your future neighbor
1640 S. Tenaya Way

I would like to withdraw my opposition to the varlance request VAR-
D 33762 with the proposed changes above.

@ I would like to support the variance request VAR-33762 with the
proposed changes above.
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Dear Neighbor,

Recently you have expressed your opposition to the variance of the increased wall height in the
front yard of my property. We value your opinion and would like to ask a minute of your time to
review the information below. I have purchased the currently vacant building on the corner of
Tenaya Way and Doe Ave. and would like to remodel it and build an addition to the house in such a
way that it would be aesthetically pleasing and would increase the value of my and other properties
in the neighborhood.

One particular issue I am facing with this property is that the front entrance and driveway to the
existing home are located on the side street (Doe)., however based on the zoning rules, my

“front” yard is the one facing Tenaya. Working with my architect we found it impossible to relocate
the orientation of main entrance and driveways, so now I have the “front” yard that can't be used
for any of the typical entrance elements, but if left open would greatly reduce privacy and security
of my residence.

Thus we tried to find a potential use for that large “front yard” area. First thing that came to mind
was a day-time tennis court. That would have required 8 foot tall solid wall and additional 4 foot
sports fencing to keep balls from flying away. Hence the City mailer described it as a request for a
12 foot tall wall, which naturally would be objected by reasonable person.

After the review of your objections and talking to city commissioners, we have decided to

eliminate the proposed tennis court and use that “front yard” area for landscape and garden. We
have removed sports fencing from the proposed drawings, and in addition, we have pushed the
proposed wall location back 6 feet from the property. This would allow me to plant large trees in
front of the wall to enhance the view of the entire street (I will relocate at least 5 mature trees
from the back of my property). Although this design would still require a variance for an 8’ foot wall
within a “front yard” setback, you can see that the proposed design would actually greatly enhance
the neighborhood, not take away from it's values.

With the above in mind, T would like to ask you to reconsider your opposition to my variance
request, and I am looking forward to become a part of this great neighborhood.

Olga Sergeyevskaya
Your future neighbor
1640 S. Tenaya Way

I would like to withdraw my opposition to the variance request VAR-
[ 33762 with the proposed changes above.

" T would like to support the variance request VAR-33762 with the
proposed changes above. p

Name /7//%{/{ /ﬂ%ﬁ'/’“ /ét/i
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Dear Neighbor,

Recently you have expressed your opposition to the variance of the increased wall height in the
front yard of my property. We value your opinion and would like to ask a minute of your time to
review the information below. I have purchased the currently vacant building on the corner of
Tenaya Way and Doe Ave. and would like to remodel it and build an addition to the house in such a
way that it would be aesthetically pleasing and would increase the value of my and other properties
in the neighborhood.

One particular issue I am facing with this property is that the front entrance and driveway to the
existing home are located on the side street (Doe)., however based on the zoning rules, my
“front” yard is the one facing Tenaya. Working with my architect we found it impossible to relocate
the orientation of main entrance and driveways, so now I have the “front” yard that can't be used
for any of the typical entrance elements, but if left open would greatly reduce privacy and security
of my residence.

Thus we tried to find a potential use for that large “front yard” area. First thing that came to mind
was a day-time tennis court. That would have required 8 foot tall solid wall and additional 4 foot
sports fencing to keep balls from flying away. Hence the City mailer described it as a request for a
12 foot tall wall, which naturally would be objected by reasonable person.

After the review of your objections and talking to city commissioners, we have decided to
eliminate the proposed tennis court and use that “front yard” area for landscape and garden. We
have removed sports fencing from the proposed drawings, and in addition, we have pushed the
proposed wall location back 6 feet from the property. This would allow me to plant large trees in
front of the wall to enhance the view of the entire street (I will relocate at least 5 mature trees
from the back of my property). Although this design would still require a variance for an 8 foot wall
within a “front yard” setback, you can see that the proposed design would actually greatly enhance
the neighborhood, not take away from it's values.

With the above in mind, I would like to ask you to reconsider your opposition to my variance
request, and I am looking forward to become a part of this great neighborhood.

Olga Sergeyevskaya
Your future neighbor
1640 S. Tenaya Way

D I would like to withdraw my opposition to the variance request VAR-
33762 with the proposed changes above.

]E\ I would like to support the variance request VAR-33762 with the
proposed changes above.
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Dear Neighbor,

Recently you have expressed your opposition to the variance of the increased wall height in the
front yard of my property. We value your opinion and would like to ask a minute of your time to
review the information below. I have purchased the currently vacant building on the corner of
Tenaya Way and Doe Ave. and would like to remodel it and build an addition to the house in such a
way that it would be aesthetically pleasing and would increase the value of my and other properties
in the neighborhood.

One particular issue I am facing with this property is that the front entrance and driveway to the
existing home are located on the side street (Doe)., however based on the zoning rules, my

“front” yard is the one facing Tenaya. Working with my architect we found it impossible to relocate
the orientation of main entrance and driveways, so now I have the “front” yard that cant be used
for any of the typical entrance elements, but if left open would greatly reduce privacy and security
of my residence.

Thus we tried to find a potential use for that large “front yard” area. First thing that came to mind
was a day-time tennis court. That would have required 8 foot tall solid wall and additional 4 foot
sports fencing to keep balls from flying away. Hence the City mailer described it as a request for a
12 foot tall wall, which naturally would be objected by reasonable person.

After the review of your objections and talking to city commissioners, we have decided to

eliminate the proposed tennis court and use that “front yard” area for landscape and garden. We
have removed sports fencing from the proposed drawings, and in addition, we have pushed the
proposed wall location back 6 feet from the property. This would allow me to plant large trees in
front of the wall to enhance the view of the entire street (I will relocate at least 5 mature trees
from the back of my property). Although this design would still require a variance for an 8 foot wall
within a “front yard” setback, you can see that the proposed design would actually greatly enhance
the neighborhood, not take away from it's values.

With the above in mind, T would like to ask you to reconsider your opposition to my variance
request, and I am looking forward to become a part of this great neighborhood.

Olga Sergeyevskaya
Your future neighbor
1640 S. Tenaya Way

1 would like to withdraw my opposition to the variance request VAR-
[ 33762 with the proposed changes above.

E I would like to support the variance request VAR-33762 with the
proposed changes above.

Name _ >j49/\~« g/é\ﬁ-«—’—\\ .
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May 2, 2009
Dear Neighbor,

Recently you have expressed your opposition to the variance of the increased wall height in the
front yard of my property. We value your opinion and would like to ask a minute of your time to
review the information below. I have purchased the currently vacant building on the corner of
Tenaya Way and Doe Ave. and would like to remodel it and build an addition to the house in such a
way that it would be aesthetically pleasing and would increase the value of my and other properties
in the neighborhood.

One particular issue I am facing with this property is that the front entrance and driveway to the
existing home are located on the side street (Doe)., however based on the zoning rules, my

“front” yard is the one facing Tenaya. Working with my architect we found it impossible to relocate
the orientation of main entrance and driveways, so now I have the “front” yard that can't be used
for any of the typical entrance elements, but if left open would greatly reduce privacy and security
of my residence.

Thus we tried to find a potential use for that large “front yard” area. First thing that came to mind
was a day-time tennis court. That would have required 8 foot tall solid wall and additional 4 foot
sports fencing to keep balls from flying away. Hence the City mailer described it as a request for a
12 foot tall wall, which naturally would be objected by reasonable person.

After the review of your objections and talking to city commissioners, we have decided to
eliminate the proposed tennis court and use that “front yard” area for landscape and garden. We
have removed sports fencing from the proposed drawings, and in addition, we have pushed the
proposed wall location back 6 feet from the property. This would allow me to plant large trees in
front of the wall to enhance the view of the entire street (I will relocate at least 5 mature trees
from the back of my property). Although this design would still require a variance for an 8’ foot wall
within a “front yard” setback, you can see that the proposed design would actually greatly enhance
the neighborhood, not take away from it's values.

With the above in mind, I would like to ask you to reconsider your opposition to my variance
request, and I am looking forward to become a part of this great neighborhood.

Olga Sergeyevskaya
Your future neighbor
1640 S. Tenaya Way

I would like to withdraw my opposition to the variance request VAR-
33762 with the proposed changes above.

B 1 would like to support the variance request VAR-33762 with the
proposed changes above.

\
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Dear Neighbor,

Recently you have expressed your opposition to the variance of the increased wall height in the
front yard of my property. We value your opinion and would like to ask a minute of your time to
review the information below. I have purchased the currently vacant building on the corner of
Tenaya Way and Doe Ave. and would like to remodel it and build an addition to the house in such a
way that it would be aesthetically pleasing and would increase the value of my and other properties
in the neighborhood.

One particular issue I am facing with this property is that the front entrance and driveway to the
existing home are located on the side street (Doe)., however based on the zoning rules, my

“front” yard is the one facing Tenaya. Working with my architect we found it impossible to relocate
the orientation of main entrance and driveways, so now I have the “front” yard that can't be used
for any of the typical entrance elements, but if left open would greatly reduce privacy and security
of my residence.

Thus we tried to find a potential use for that large “front yard” area. First thing that came to mind
was a day-time tennis court. That would have required 8 foot tall solid wall and additional 4 foot
sports fencing to keep balls from flying away. Hence the City mailer described it as a request for a
12 foot tall wall, which naturally would be objected by reasonable person.

After the review of your objections and talking to city commissioners, we have decided to

eliminate the proposed tennis court and use that “front yard” area for landscape and garden. We
have removed sports fencing from the proposed drawings, and in addition, we have pushed the
proposed wall location back 6 feet from the property. This would allow me to plant large trees in
front of the wall to enhance the view of the entire street (I will relocate at least 5 mature trees
from the back of my property). Although this design would still require a variance for an 8’ foot wall
within a “front yard” setback, you can see that the proposed design would actually greatly enhance
the neighborhood, not take away from it's values.

With the above in mind, I would like to ask you to reconsider your opposition to my variance
request, and I am looking forward to become a part of this great neighborhood.

Olga Sergeyevskaya
Your future neighbor
1640 S. Tenaya Way

] I would like to withdraw my opposition to the variance request VAR-
33762 with the proposed changes above.

X I would like to support the variance request VAR-33762 with the
proposed changes above,
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